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succeeded in securing for Travancore due representation in several Committees and other Boards and Conferences set up for discussion of matters of common interest to States and Provinces.
Travancore has been specially fortunate that in its-dealings with other States and with the Government of India in regard to several problems affecting its financial and economic interests it has been able to secure the services of Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar, one of the most eminent lawyer-statesmen of India. Soon after he became the Legal and Constitutional Adviser in Travancore, disputes arose regarding the interpretation of the terms of the Cochin Harbour Agreement of 1925. It was contended by one of the parties to the Agreement that the tripartite division of customs receipts contemplated in the agreement could commence only with the completion of the fourth stage works of the Harbour. If this interpretation was upheld, Travancore would have had to contribute a very large sum, namely, one-third of the total expenditure of nearly 100 lakhs, without being entitled to any portion of the customs receipts until after completion of the fourth stage works. In other words, between 1931 and 1941 Travancore would have been under an obligation merely to contribute money while deriving no profits whatsoever. Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar argued the case for Travancore before Sir Joseph Bhore, the Commerce Member to the Government of India and it was decided that with effect from 1st April 1931 one-third of the customs receipts at the Port of Cochin was to be paid to Travancore according to the provisions in the Agreement of 1925. On the construction of the Clause in the Agreement of 1925 relating to the pooling of revenue derived by Travancore on Jaffna tobacco there arose some dispute which was also eventually settled in favour of Travancore through the legal acumen and resourceful statecraft of Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar. This resulted in a refund to the State of nearly 12 lakhs of rupees. Later on, differences cam.e to a head with respect to the revision of the Cochin
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